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Allah - 1, 2,3 


Let’s be clear right off the start: There is only one Allah, and He (4 has no equal. 


So what’s the 1, 2, 3, we’re talking about? 


Well, that will be the key point of view for us as we continue on in our attempt to examine life, and (hopefully) to make 
better sense of the reality in which we find ourselves, God willing. 


But, as we continue waltzing our way, unhindered, through yet another discussion-1, 2, 3; 1, 2, 3-and, as some may 
say, aS compass-less and imprudent our efforts may seem (to them, at least), we shall pay no heed to neither them nor 
their words! 

Why? 


Well, for one thing, it is not we, just the two of us, you and I, who are driven by that profound question which even the 
likes of, for example, Donald Duck pondered over, from time to time. 


No. 


Indeed, it is a most profound question which erupts from the depths of insatiably hungry minds wanting to know 
conclusively, concretely, and in a fact-of-the-matter way: 


What is the big idea? 
So how can 1, 2, 3-things we call numbers-help us in our goal? 


Taking a look at this video 1 will help show the benefits that 1, 2, 3s, and their derivatives (pbun-and-a-pataphor 
intended), bring to the table. 


If you’ve watched the whole video, great! If not, then hopefully you’ve at least watched the first 12 mins of it, or so. 
The presenter, Dr. Green, provides hope and reassurance to us all through the insights he shares, with regard to the 
aforementioned “compass-less and imprudent efforts” that we expend in our discussions, as we try to further examine 
the question that some would say is the bane of our deep Donald-Ducky-dilemma. 

Having watched the video over a few times, this is what | figure Dr. Green is saying: 

-200 years of math-based-science by real-deal scientists 

-shows nature has patterns to it 

-the patterns are actual, real, and true, although written out in (funky-looking) mathematical equations 

-math and math equations catch all the nitty-gritty details of what really goes on in nature, deep inside it 

-it may be possible to actually turn to and to use math: 

to explain every aspect of the reality of human experience, and 

to help make sense of the (absolute!) reality of human existence 

Well, well, don’t that shows our little Donald-Ducky-dilemma ain’t no condition just for quacks, eh?! 

Yep. Real-deal scientific-types seem to be compelled by a tiny inner duck-calling of their own, too! 

You betcha, eh?! 


The rest of the video is very interesting, not in the least because it shows us another four more truth-junkies, all trippin’ 
on a big dose of the same Donald-Ducky-dilemma that keeps us goin’, too, eh! 


So there we go. 


1 https://m.youtube.com/watch?v=VN19VOMHxkk&pp=ygUWYnJpYW4gZ3JIZW4gcGhpbG9zb3BoeQ%3D%3D 
Does Math Reveal Reality? 


The video shows two philosopher-physicists, Dr. Albert and Dr. Goldstein, a hardcore philosopher, Dr. Jonas, and a 
hardcore physicist, Dr. Tegmark, all putting in their two cents into, pretty much, a tug-o-war between the ideas popping 
up out of science and math vs. how to consolidate them philosophically-without saying or touching on any ideas that 
are not, in someway, still tied to, and consistent with, the reality of the physical environment-which forms the matter 
(pun intended) scientists describe through math: the 1, 2, 3s. 


Let’s not kid around, because, firstly, if you start off with a particular set of “ground rules” on which a discussion 
should base itself, well, in philosophy it’s called: begging the question. 


Why? 

Because, when you do that, either with or without a willful intention, you introduce a bias. That is a bad thing. 

When bias, ie. a pre-conceived notion, becomes the foundation ground on which you build a towering argument, that 
whole building which has been built up will be skewed towards that bias; what’s said won’t be straight up, it’ll be 
curved toward the starting point! 

This means the whole argument that is constructed will only prove what was already set out as the conclusion, way 
before that whole (in this case, one hour-long) conversation even began. So what newly discovered novel idea, aside 
from the idea already found prior to beginning the conversation, gets discovered? 

Nada. 

Zilch. 

Zip-a-dee-doo-dah. 

Or, as some people from New Yaak may say: An big fet “R-wrench”2 


The real fun, though, is in being able to feel the grinding of the gears in the heads of these Dasein; these beings 
wanting to come to terms with the existential truth which their bias longs for so desperately. 


And why not? 


They know it is the only way they’ll be able to quell their darn inner Donald Duck dilemma-ie. the need to know what is 
the big idea-through a mathematically based, scientific bias, that 200 years worth of real-deal scientists have adopted. 


To be fair, these Dasein would justifiably retort that their bias does not originate from a source internal to them as 
individuals, but rather that it is something they unwittingly continue to encounter, with every successive discovery they 
make, through the results of the objective experiments they carry out; that the bias is found out there in nature, over 
and over again, in every result of every experiment that they’ve done. 


Why else would reputable professionals with a secular modus operandi ever want to entertain the notion that it may be 
possible to use mathematics to explain absolutely everything that happens in the universe, including human emotions? 


You see, if that was not the case, all gatherings of rational discourse would be less sane than a zany mad _tea party. 


Is it, then, a bias, or, in fact, rather a beckoning, consistent in its call towards the presence of a governing conscious, 
external to human thought and experience that keeps popping up? 


That is, is this inherent bias an intended pulling towards a single presence which skillfully governs and regulates all that 
can be mathematically grasped to the degrees of depth, detail, and precision that cannot otherwise be appreciated 
without the analysis, which nothing other than mathematical interpretation permits scientists to objectively make, as 
per all the discoveries that have been made so far, over the past 200 years? 


Well, as per our modus operandi, when faced with big questions, as Shias, as per the Two Precious Gifts our beloved 
Holy Prophet Mohammed (= gave us and instructed to use, we turn to our favourite book, our Holy Quran, THQ, and, 


to our favourite Ultra Daseins, our infallible Holy Imams ¢, the progeny and Holy Household of our beloved prophet Us, 
THH, for guidance. 


2 Tip: depending on the New Yaak-er you’re playing against, you may want to let this go as a “Scrabble woid,” 
including the hyphen, if need be! 


And when we do, we immediately come upon a very specific teaching which they ¢ instruct us to follow: the five daily 
prayers. 

It’s no secret that all Muslims, Shia included, have to offer five daily prayers as a mandatory requirement of our religion. 
This is a simple fact that many non-Muslims also know, some even being very familiar with the accompanying call to 
prayer, aka the azan, that precedes it. What may not be known, however, are some of the details in how a prayer is to 
be performed. 


Of those details, one quite appropriate for our discussion at hand, is the recitation of a particular kalam: 
J2ily agi! digas all gas - It is by Allah (u*s Power, and His Might, that | stand and sit. 


This kalam is recited as one transitions from the sitting posture at the end of one segment of prayer, and stands up into 
the standing posture/phase of the next segment of prayer; it applies to all prayers, obligatory and supererogatory alike. 


So, one may wonder, what is the significance of such a routine task? 

Lots! Especially if we resort to our key point of view, and get them 1, 2, 3s involved! 
But how do we mix 1, 2, 3s in with our daily prayers?! 

Answer: we turn to Biomechanics! 


Biomechanics, in alignment with our topic, is, essentially, the use of math-based-science to study the movements of 
our bodies, and the results we get-once the 1, 2, 3s take over-look like the picture below: 


So, what we are saying here is that, much like how our scientist-Daseins’ deep-dive into physical phenomenon by way 
of using math, we can also do that kind of deep-dive into how our bones and muscles work together to help us move 
around, in our daily lives. 


You may also have already had a sudden passing thought about how, in terms of health and medicine, the 1, 2, 3s help 
show us how well or poorly our internal world of tissues, organs, and blood vessels is functioning at any given time. Of 
course, medical gadgets like thermometers, blood-pressure monitors, blood sugar meters, etc., all use numbers to 
show us how above or below a standard “normal” reading things are at. 


Some skeptics may say that the way such devices work isn’t anything special, nor something to get excited about; 
however, consider the fact that, eg. the test strips for blood sugar monitors actually use precise electrical signals to 
test the exact ratio of how much sugar is floating around in a tiny drop of blood, before letting it spit out the number in 
the display. 


Wow! That tharr is technology: the use of (math based) science to make something beneficial to human society, and to 
humankind. 


If we take things a step further, it becomes easy to appreciate how the scientists’ awe of the external world, ie. from 
giant galaxies, to tiny sub-atomic particles -through the lens of mathematics-goes hand-in-hand with our awe of how 
that same lens lets us see the internal world within ourselves. 


Here, we find Allah |,{ says in our favourite book, the Holy Quran, the following: 


We will show them Our signs-in the universe and within themselves-until it becomes clear to them that this (Allah’s 
Word; the Holy Quran) is the truth. Is it not enough that your Lord is a Witness over all things? 41:53 THQ 


So, what exactly is being said here? 


Well, in light of our discussion, per our scientist-Daseins’ excitement over the implications toward which mathematics 
has led them, and toward which it has drawn us in along with them, it seems to be saying that the math helps bring to 
light and appreciate that there is an ever-present and active consciousness mathematics will not let us doubt or deny; 
that God, Allah |, exists for real! 


And when we turn to THH €, we find that our beloved 6th Imam Jafer as-Sadiq ¢ succinctly clarifies this 
point to us even more by saying: 


To know that things are not created inevitably by nature nor by something else, as some people say, but are created 
with will and management by a Wise Creator Who has made nature run most of the time in certain routines and 
sometimes in variation because of some temporary causes, so it is concluded that nature is managed by the Creator 
and it needs His power to attain its purposes and complete its acts. Blessed be Allah, the Best of creators. (p.98 
Tawhid Muffaddal, www.wilayatmission.com) 


and also: 


That He (the Creator; God) is existent does not necessitate that [man] know what and how He [God] is, just as his 
knowledge that the soul is existent does not necessitate that he know what and how it [the soul; one’s life-force] is. 
The same can be said about other spiritual matters. If they say: now you describe Him [God] due to the shortage of 
knowledge about Him as if He is unknown. It is said to them: it is so, on the one hand, if minds want to know His 
essence and description; and on the other hand, He is closer than every close one when His existence is proved by 
satisfactory evidences [ie. sufficient proof; beyond doubt] On the one side, He [ie. God’s existence] is clear to every 
one, and from another side, He is so mysterious that no one can realize Him. So is [the case for] reason: It is clear [ie. 
that reason exists] through its evidences [ie. sufficient proofs; indications of it’s indubitable presence], whereas it is 
hidden in its essence. 


The naturalists say that nature does nothing meaningless nor does it leave anything incomplete, and claim that 
wisdom proves [this to be the case]. It is said to them: [then] who has given nature this wisdom, and how does it not 
exceed the limits of anything [ie. nature always works with complete control and efficiency, every time and in every 
thing it does!], which is something that minds fail to learn, even after long experiments [ie. it is not humanly possible to 
maintain absolute control and efficiency; only God has such an ability]. If they prove wisdom and power to be of nature 
in doing such things [ie. phenomenological], they will acknowledge what they have denied [ie. the ever-presence of 
God], because these are the attributes of the Creator [ie. control and efficiency are indications of God’s presence]. But 
if they deny this to be of nature [ie. phenomenological], then this is the creation calling out that it [constant consistent 
absolute control and efficiency] is [an indicator of the presence of a] Wise Creator [ie. God; Allah, the Sublime]. (p.97, 
Ibid) 


Subanallah! 


And (hopefully) now we feel peace of mind for having satiated the most profound question which erupted from the 
depths of our insatiably hungry minds, for through the Two Precious Gifts from our beloved Holy Prophet y=, THQ and 


THH €&, we now know conclusively, concretely, and in a fact-of-the-matter way, that the fact Allah (4. exists is as 
“simple” as 1, 2, 3. And, as THQ informs us: 


Hearts find comfort in the remembrance of Allah - Zealall ak “isi Sa Yi - THQ 13:28 


Wishing all our brothers and sisters in faith all the best on this festive day of the birth anniversary of our 12th Imam, 
Sahib-uz-zamana, Imam Mahdi ¢«<, and praying for and awaiting his ¢’s return, 


Your Brother in Faith, 


SMH Razvi 
15 Shabaan, 1445/Feb. 25, 2024 


